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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The amendment filed 1 1/10/05 has been received and considered. Claims 23-28 have 
been cancelled by the amendment and claims 1-22 are presented for examination. 

2. Examiner would like to comment on applicant's failure to properly amend both the 
specification and the claims by not following the guidance set forth in 37 CFR 1.121. The 
amendment is supposed to identify added language by underlining the text and is supposed to 
strike through or use double brackets to indicate deleted material. Also the Usting if claims are 
supposed to provide proper status identifiers for each of the claims. Applicant has failed to 
follow this guidance in the amendment submitted 1 1/10/05. For example, amended paragraph 28 
adds language to lines 5 and 6 "wireless interface unit 14 and hub 20" and "user" without the 
proper underlining indicator. Element numbers have been added to paragraphs 28 and 29 
without indicating their insertion. Claims 1, 8, 10, 11 and 15 adds language without any 
indication that it is added, this added language provides significant changes to the scope of the 
pending claims. Finally the amended claims have improper status indicators present, claim 13 
was not amended but is labeled as amended and claim 17, which was amended, is marked as 
original. Examiner takes issue with the quality of the submitted amendment and requests that 
applicant make sure that any future amendments be submitted in accordance with the practices 
and procedures set forth by the office. 
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Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1, 2, 7-9, 1 1 and 21 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 1 lines 12-13 refer to "said at least one interface device", as currently amended, 
this should read "said at least one wireless communications interface device", reference to the 
same limitation should remain consistent to avoid any confusion or possible antecedent issues. 

Claim 1 hnes 16-17 refers to "said at least one antenna assembly", as currently amended, 
this should read, "said at least one orbiting satellite antenna assembly". 

Claim 2 line 1 refers to "said at least one interface device", as currently amended, this 
should read, "said at least one wireless communications interface device". 

Claim 2 line 2 refers to "said user", previously "said mobile user". 

Claim 5 line 2 refers to "said at least one antenna assembly", as currently amended, this 
should read, "said at least one orbiting satellite antenna assembly". 

Claim 7 line 1 refers to "said server system", previously "a network server computer 
system". 

Claim 8 line 3 refers to "said at least one antenna assembly", as currently amended, this 
should read, "said at least one orbiting satellite antenna assembly". 

Claim 9 line 1 refers to "said wireless access point", previously "a wireless access point 
device". 

Claim 1 1 lines 2-3 refer to "said at least one wireless access point interface", previously 
"at least one wireless communications access point interface". 

Claim 21 Une 2 refers to "a mobile user", unclear if this is the same, or a separate and 
distinct mobile user as set forth in claim 16 line 3, if these are referring to the same then this 
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should be referred to as "the" or "said" mobile user. If separate and distinct, then the two should 
be distinguished, for example "a second mobile user". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

4. The examiner has provided a number of examples of the claim deficiencies in the above, 
however, the list of deficiencies may not be all inclusive. AppKcant should refer to these as 
examples of deficiencies and should make all the necessary corrections to eliminate the claim 
objections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 2, 3, 5, 6 and 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

7. Claim 2 recites the limitation "said computer system" in line 2, previously a mobile 
computer and a wireless computer system. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 5 recites the Hmitation "said wireless local area network" in lines 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Claim 4 refers to "said LAN 
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comprises: a wireless network" and claim 1 refers to "a local area network" but there is no 
specific "wireless local area network. 

9. Claim 8 recites the limitation "said at least one server system" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

10. Claim 10 recites the limitation "said mobile computing system unit" in line 8. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this hmitation in the claim. There is no previous "unit" recited. 

1 1 . Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "the at least one interface device" in line 5. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

12. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international apphcation designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

13. Claims 10, 1 1, 16-19, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Petrie et al (U.S. Pat 6,882,904). The claimed invention reads on Petrie et al as follows: 

Petrie et al discloses (claim 10) a field engineering communication network for enabling 
a field service engineer to control a power plant having a gas turbine (figures 4-7, intended use, 
this network would enable a service engineer the ability to control the power plant), said network 
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comprising a controller coupled to said power plant to control the gas turbine (reference number 
107, 108) and at least one wireless communications access point interface communicatively 
coupled to said controller (reference number 15, 17, to 310, figure 7), said interface 
communicating wirelessly with at least one of a mobile computing system and a wearable 
computer carried by a mobile user (reference number 15, 17, figure 7), said controller receiving 
instructions from one of said mobile computing system and a wearable computer carried by a 
mobile user for controlhng said gas turbine (col. 1 1 line 36 - col. 12 line 50, col. 12 line 60 - col. 
13 line 9, reference number 680a, figure 6 controls), (claim 1 1) a local area network (LAN) in 
communication with said at least one wireless access point interface (col. 12 lines 60-65), at least 
one antenna assembly having a transceiver system for transmitting and receiving signals from the 
at least one interface device (reference number 15, 17, inherent to a wireless device), and at least 
one network server computer system communicatively coupled to said at least one antenna 
assembly via a wireless communication network, said server including a database for storing 
application data accessible by the mobile user (figure 7 all devices connected by the network, 
col. 10 lines 48 - col. 1 1 line 35, col. 12 line 60 - col. 13 Une 9), (claim 16) In a power plant of 
the type having a gas turbine (figures 5-7, col. 2 line 50, 63, col. 5 lines 35-38), a method of 
enabling a mobile field service engineer to monitor and control the power plant by a mobile user 
(col. 10 line 65 - col. 1 1 line 10), comprising receiving power plant data by at least one 
processor system having a controller for a gas turbine (reference number 107, 108, col. 10 line 
65 - col. 1 1 hne 10), forwarding the received data to at least one of a mobile unit and a wearable 
computer carried by a mobile user via an interface device (col. 12 line 60 - col. 13 line 9), 
inspecting the received data to determine power plant operability (col 10 line 65 - col. 1 1 line 
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10), receiving, by the wearable computer via a wireless network, software application data stored 
in a remote server (col. 12 lines 39-50) and instructing the controller to vary the gas turbine 
power plant operation (reference number 6, 7, col. 1 1 lines 36 - col. 13 line 9, reference number 
680a, figure 6), (claim 17) forwarding power plant data to a remote user via a wireless 
communication network (col 8 lines 53-57), (claims 18, 19, 21 and 22) are considered various 
combinations and variations of the claim limitations addressed above, also considered 
anticipated. Examiner would like to point out that any reference to specific figures, columns and 
lines should not be considered limiting in any way, the entire reference is considered to provide 
disclosure relating to the claimed invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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15. Claims 1-9, 12-15 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Petrie et al (U.S. Pat 6,882,904) in view of Perkins et al (U.S. Pat 6,496,477). 

Petrie et al teaches most all of the instant invention as applied to claims 10, 11, 16-19, 21 
and 22 above. Petrie et al also teaches a system for digitization of work processes in a power 
plant having a gas turbine (figures 5-7, col. 2 line 50, 63, col. 5 lines 35-38), at least one 
processor system having a controller (reference number 107, 108, col. 10 line 65 - col. 1 1 line 
10), said at least one processor receiving power plant data, and said controller controlling said 
gas turbine (col. 10 line 65 - col. 1 1 line 10), at least one wireless communications interface 
device communicatively coupled to said at least one processor system for wirelessly 
communicating the data received from the processor system to at least one of a mobile 
computing system and a computer system carried by a mobile user (figure 7, reference numbers 
15, 17, col. 12 line 60 - col. 13 line 9), said controller capable of receiving instructions from at 
least one of said mobile computer system or said wireless computer system carried by a mobile 
user to control the gas turbine (reference number 6, 7, col. 1 1 line 36 - col. 12 line 50, col. 12 
line 60 - col. 13 line 9, reference number 680a, figure 6 controls), a local area network (LAN) in 
communication with said at least one interface device (col. 12 lines 60-65), at least one antenna 
assembly having a transceiver system for transmitting and receiving signals from said at least 
one interface device (reference numbers 15, 17, inherent), and a network server system 
communicatively coupled to said at least one antenna assembly via a wide area communication 
network (reference number 310) said server computer including a database for storing 
application data accessible by the mobile user (col. 10 line 48 - col. 1 1 line 35, col. 12 line 60 - 
col. 13 line 9), (claim 2) wherein said at least one interface device is a wireless access point 
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device, and said computer system carried by said user is a wearable computer (reference number 
15, 17, Examiner considers 15 and 17 as wireless access point devices and are wearable either 
though a belt clip, holder or placing in a pocket), (claim 3) wherein said access point device is 
capable of communicating the data received from the processor system to the server computer 
via said LAN (figure 7) and (claim 9) wherein said wireless access point is capable of operating 
on DC power (inherent, mobile phones and PDAs operate on DC power). 

Petrie et al fails to teach that the system and networks contain the following elements: a 
router, a private branch exchange network (PBX), a voice over IP (VOIP) gateway, an ethemet 
interface, an ATM network and communicating data via an orbiting satellite. 

Perkins et al teaches a network that contains each of the above elements and is used for 
communicating with wearable communication and control devices (all). 

Petrie and Perkins et al are analogous art because they are both related to data transfer 
over network communications. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the well known elements of the communication networks of 
Perkins et al in the communication and control network of Petrie et al because these elements are 
well known in the art of network communications and Perkins et al teaches the improved deliver 
of real-time information from a sender computer to a receiver computer coupled to the sender 
computer wherein packets sometimes become lost. Using at least one path in the packet network 
and at least one path-diversity path in the packet network to the same receiver computer (col. 2 
lines 1 5-24) improving packet delivery reliability. 
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Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/10/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive 

Regarding the rejections under Petrie et al, applicant argues that Petrie et al fails to 
disclose "a system for digitization of field engineering work processes in a gas turbine power 
plant, or an antenna assembly having a transceiver system for transmitting and receiving signals 
form at least one wireless communications interface device or receiving power plant data by a 
controller for a gas turbine, as set forth in. . .claims 1, 10 or 16". Examiner points out that Petrie 
et al is silent on "field service engineering", "field engineering" and "field service engineer", 
however, these are limitations found in the preamble of each claim and the Examiner gives little 
or no patentable weight to these terms. Claim 1 recites "A system for digitization of field service 
engineering" with is considered an intended use only. Claim 10 recites "A field engineering 
communications network for enabling a field service engineer to control", again an intended use. 
Claim 16 recites "a method of a mobile field service engineer to monitor and control", again 
simply an intended use. Nothing found in the body of the claim refers back to these intended 
uses listed in the preambles of these claims, therefore the terms are given no patentable weight. 

Regarding the antenna argument. Petrie et al has elements 15 and 17 which are know 
wireless devices, these devices inherently have an antenna having a transceiver system for 
transmitting and receiving signals fi*om at least one wireless communications device or receiving 
power plant data. This argument is not persuasive, however, claim 1 requires an antenna for an 
orbiting satellite antenna, therefore the 102 rejection of claim 1 in light of Petrie et al is 
withdrawn, the rejections of claims 10 and 16, without this limitation are maintained. 
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Regarding the rejection under Bjorklund, applicant argues that the reference does not 
disclose "a system for digitization of field engineering work processes in a gas turbine power 
plant, or an orbiting satellite antenna assembly having a transceiver system for transmitting and 
receiving signals from at least one wireless communications interface device, or a method for 
controUing a gas turbine power plant by a mobile user, or receiving power plant data by a 
controller for a gas turbine, as set forth in one or more of applicants' independent claims". 
Because the reference only discloses control of a substation and not the gas turbine, the rejection 
is withdrawn. However, this reference does teach elements well known in the art of networks 
and communications and is considered a relevant piece of art. 

Regarding the rejection of Petrie et al in view of Perkins, applicant relies on the above 
arguments directed to Petrie et al. As pointed out, the arguments are not completely persuasive 
with respect to claims lOand 16, therefore only the rejection under this combination, of claims 4- 
8 are withdrawn. 

Applicant argues that no teaching has been provided to suggest obviousness of modifying 
the communications network of Petrie et al. Examiner contends that a proper prima facie case of 
obviousness has been established and the rejection is maintained, also the argument of hindsight 
reconstruction is without merit because the Examiner is not relying upon hindsight 
reconstruction. 

Examiner, in response to the amendment is also rejecting claims 1-9 under an 
obviousness combination of Petrie et al and Perkins because it is clear that the amendment to 
claim 1 is a simple incorporation of elements found in the dependent claims, elements that are 
clearly taught by the prior art and are well known in the art of network communications. 
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Conclusion 

17. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Staphanos et al (U.S. Pub 2005/0188745) - teaches a generator monitoring and control 
system and method that utilizes wireless control node. 

18. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, TfflS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time poHcy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until afi:er 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

19. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul L. Rodriguez whose telephone number is (571) 272-3753. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 6:00 - 4:30 T-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Leo P. Picard can be reached on (571) 272-3749. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubUshed applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Paul L Rodriguez 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2125 
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